8.2   DRAFTING AND PROMOTION OF STANDARDS
Federal agencies are in a difficult position to proceed with the drafting and promotion of standards for a multipurpose cadastre without being accused of seeking to take over control of the data systems from state and local governments. However, by working with the designated representatives of the local governments through their national associations as participants from the very beginnings of a federal initiative, the initiative should be more informative and also more effective in gaining acceptance of the results by the county and municipal governments.
We urge the National Association of Counties (NACo), through its appropriate constituent organizations and staff, to organize a review of the findings and recommendations of this report that involves representatives of local user agencies and identify the areas in which more specific standards and procedures are most needed to make the approach described here operational. We urge that the federal offices with the technical skills required for defining standards for geodetic surveying, base mapping, cadastral mapping, and land-attribute data be invited by NACo to contribute to these processes at the appropriate points.
A number of other national associations also might play important roles in the research, drafting, or publication of recommended procedures and standards, depending on how NACo chooses to define its own role in this effort. The prime candidates are the other national associations and agencies that will be involved in the development, operation, and use of multipurpose cadastres, including those affiliated with the Institute for Modernization of Land Data Systems (MOLDS).
8.3   RECOGNITION OF STANDARDS BY FEDERAL AGENCIES
The Committee on Geodesy (1980) report recommended (in Section 4.3.2) that any federal agencies that produce or fund components of a multipurpose cadastre (such as right-of-way surveys or large-scale maps) should be required to adhere to a federal plan that establishes the "format" for these components or, until such a plan is adopted, to the individual state plan, if any. Given the materials presented in Chapters 2 through 5, the word "format" should be changed to read "procedures and standards" and should include the more detailed recommendations that might result from further initiatives by organizations such as NACo, as recommended in the preceding section.
There remains an urgent need for designation of a single lead agency in the federal government in the field of surveying and mapping to provide a structure for the formal recognition of procedures and standards for a multipurpose cadastre, as described above, and to oversee compliance with them by the federal establishment. The need for designation of such an agency was stated in the report to the Office of Management and Budget by the Federal Mapping TaskForce (1973), was endorsedude of cost to the federal government for a program of matching grants, one might make the rough assumption that the cost of providing a complete cadastral system for the average county in the United States would be about $3.5 million if it proceeded individually, using the hypothetical figures developed in Section 7.3. However, the economies of high technology thatders!o be done and the capabilities that products must possess.
